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WAR NOTICE 
Payment for Sessional Attendance at First-aid Posts 


As from January 1, 1942, the remuneration of doctors for 
sessional attendance at first-aid posts and mobile first-aid units 
will be according to the following scale, which has been agreed 
with the Central Medical War Committee: 


(a) vad an attendance for a period not exceeding half an hour: 


(b) For an attendance for a period exceeding half an hour but not 
exceeding one hour: £1 Is. 

(c) For an attendance for a period exceeding one hour: £1 Is., plus 
10s. 6d. for each additional hour or part of an hour. 

These payments are not subject to the maximum of £3 3s. per day 
operating under the existing arrangements. 

Circular 2536 of the Ministry of Health states that the new 
scale should apply in all cases in which sessional fees are 
payable for the first-aid treatment of casualties, and that local 
authorities should give notice of the change as soon as possible 
to all doctors concerned. The new scale corresponds sub- 
stantially to that adopted for the payment of practitioners called 
to attend cases of illness or accident in public air-raid shelters 
or rest centres. 

The circular also states that doctors called to their first-aid 
posts to attend Civil Defence workers injured in the course of 
their duties will be paid on the same basis as for air-raid 
casualties, and the above scale will, therefore, apply. 


CENTRAL MepicaL War COMMITTEE, 
B.M.A. House, Tavistock Square, W.C.1. 


GENERAL PRACTICE COMMITTEE OF 
THE B.M.A. 


A full meeting of the General Practice Committee of the 
British Medical Association was held on November 26. Dr. S. 
Wand of Birmingham was elected to the chair for the session, 
and the Committee placed on record its high appreciation of 
the exceptionally valuable services rendered by Dr. J. W. Bone 
as chairman of the Medico-Political and General Practice Com- 
mittees over a period of fifteen years. 


Recommended Increase in Professional Fees 


The principal matter before the Committee was the various 
questions which have arisen from the Council's recommenda- 


tion that fees in private practice should be increased by 20°.. 


That recommendation has been widely adopted by local units 
of the Association, but it has led to inquiries as to whether 
it should apply to contract practice arrangements in general, 
including Public Medical Services. The view of the Commit- 
tee, as embodied in a recommendation to Council, was that it 
should so apply, and much of the meeting was occupied by 
discussing the conditions of various services. On the subject 
of fees for life assurance examinations, information was re- 
ceived that certain insurance offices have increased the maximum 
fee for medical examination for life assurance to 25s., which is 
approximately a 20% increase on the previous fee of one guinea. 
It was decided to recommend that representations be made to 
the Life Offices Association that, save in the cases in which 
similar action had been taken by individual offices, the fees 
for medical examination should be increased by not less 
than 20%. 

The question of the remuneration of district medical officers 
and public vaccinators also came up for discussion here. This 
is a matter in which the Public Health Committee is interested, 
and, subject to the concurrence of that committee, it was pro- 
posed to advise Branches and Divisions to endeavour to secure 


readjustment in the salaries of district medical officers in view 
of the burden of additional work in many areas, increased 
practice expenses, and the introduction of a new group within 
the scope of the service—namely, supplementary old age pen- 
sioners. A wartime percentage increase in the fees of public 
vaccinators was also advised. 

An application for a 20% increase in the fees of police 
surgeons was also recommended as a course of action for 
Branches and Divisions, subject, of course, to the approval of 
the police surgeons in the locality. A further recommendation 
was that application be made to the National Deposit Friendly 
Society for a similar increase in the fees paid for the medical 
treatment of its members. With regard to Public Medical 
Services it was reported that a Special Public Medical Services 
Conference was held on December 9 to consider specifically the 
question of admission to membership of dependants of the new 
entrants to National Health Insurance with incomes up to £420 
per annum. 

A new matter was raised in the remuneration of medical 
officers to fire brigades, and it was proposed that the matter be 
taken up centrally with the Ministry of Home Security. The 
uniform scale suggested was 10s, 6d. as a fee for medical 
examination of new entrants ; 10s. 6d. for rendering first aid to 
persons injured at fires, if the period of attendance did not 
exceed half an hour, with suitable additions for longer periods ; 
and a capitation fee of 10s. per annum (without drugs) for 
attendance on members of the service, and 5s. for each medical 
report required, or 15s. per annum to cover any necessary 
reports. 

It was reported that a meeting with representatives of the 
Ministry of Pensions to consider the question of sessional fees 
for members of medical boards had been arranged for the fol- 
lowing day, and that proposals submitted in advance by the 
Department appeared to offer a favourable scale if assurance 
was given that there would be regular work on an advance 


time-table. 
Certification 


The Secretary reported progress in his efforts to prevent or 
lessen the demands upon members of the profession for certifi- 
cates. It had been necessary to approach a number of Govern- 
ment Departments—six or eight—and a little patience was still 
required before the whole question could be regularized. But 
he hoped to ensure that practitioners would not be troubled 
with requests for certificates at least in those cases in which the 
certificate of another person would serve the same purpose, and 
also to make it incumbent upon the Departments to consult the 
Association before any new form of certificate was issued to 
which the signature of a doctor might be required. 


First Aid in Mines: Morphine Administration 


A memorandum which had been submitted to the Secretary 
and was brought by him before the Committee concerned the 
proposed administration of morphine by first-aid men in mines. 
It was stated that in the case of severe injuries underground 
there might be, owing to the difficulty and distance of the 
working place, delay in obtaining the service of a doctor, and 
that in such circumstances specially instructed first-aid men 
should be allowed to administer 3/8 grain morphine in tablet 
form under the tongue. The Committee concurred in this 


suggestion. 
War Damage Act, 1941 


A matter of considerable importance affecting those members 
of the profession who dispense medicines has arisen out of the 
provisions of the War Damage Act, 1941. The question was 
raised with the Board of Trade as to whether doctors’ drugs 
and medicines are insurable under the Business Scheme created 
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by Part II of this Act, or under the Commodities Scheme of the 
War Risks Insurance Act, 1939. The Board has expressed the 
opinion that if a doctor runs his own dispensary, the drugs and 
medicines are insurable under the Commodities Scheme, other- 
wise they are insurable under the Business Scheme. The 
decision that doctors’ drugs and medicines are insyrable uncer 
the Commodities Scheme as goods supplied means that doctors 
will be required to stocktake monthly, and to work out and 
send in their premiums monthly. It is understood that dress- 
ings are treated differently and can be insured under the Busi- 
ness and Chattels Section. The importance of the opinion 
expressed by the Board of Trade lies in the fact that members 
of the profession who dispense their own medicines are held 
to be selling medicines and drugs as they are sold in a chemist’s 
establishment. The Committee has obtained the opinion of 
Counsel, Mr. Gerald Gardiner, on the subject, but Counsel 

Counsel's opinion has been forwarded to the Board of Trade, 
He is of opinion that practitioners who dispense their own 
medicines are not “carrying on business” for the purpose of 
the War Damage Act, 1941, and that a practitioner’s medicines, 
drugs, etc., are insurable under the Business Scheme and not 
under the Commodities Scheme. 

Counsel's opinion has been forwarded to the Board of Trade, 
and the Department has been asked to reconsider in the light 
of Counsel’s opinion its earlier decision that drugs and medi- 
cines, where supplied by a doctor who conducted his own 
dispensary, were insurable under the Commodities Scheme and 
not the Business Scheme. 


GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 


DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS 
(Concluded from p. 107) 
Misleading Certificates 


The Council considered the case of Alexander Cannon, M.D., 
registered as of Harley Street, who was summoned on the charge 
that on July 15 last he signed and sent to Herbert: Latreille, a 
district warden of Beckenham, a certificate or other document 
stating: 

“Mr. Herbert Latreille is under my care and requires an immediate 
rest owing to the state of his nervous system, and I have ordered him 
away for a rest from the 19th instant for a period not less than three 
weeks. In my opinion it would be criminal to allow him to continue 
his work at present *— 


whereas he had neither seen nor examined this person at any 
time during 1941. He was also charged with having on October 
22, 1940, sent to the same person a certificate stating that 
Latreille was 


“ suffering from nervous exhaustion and sympathetic atonia and 
urgently requires 14 days’ rest from all duties and complete change 
of air away from England “— 


whereas he had neither seen nor examined this person since 
March, 1940. 


Dr. Cannon conducted his own defence. 


Mr. W. J. Sampson, Mayor of Beckenham and chief warden, 
gave evidence in support of the complaint. In reply to the 
Council’s solicitor, he said that Latreille applied for sick leave 
in July, 1941, and produced a certificate from a doctor—not 
Dr. Cannon—-but leave was not granted. He was, however, 
found to have due to him a certain amount of annual leave. 
On July 18 Latreille sent a certificate which he said that he had 
received by registered express mail from Dr. Cannon, who was 
in the Isle of Man. The certificate read as set out in the 
charge, and as a result the application for sick leave was 
granted. He understood the certificate to mean that Latreille 
was undergoing a course of treatment prescribed or supervised 
by Dr. Cannon. In reply to Dr. Cannon witness said that he 
had asked for information as to when the doctor had last seen 
Latretlle. He was also asked why, not being satisfied with this 
information, as he had stated, he did not communicate with 
Dr. Cannon himself. The witness replied that he had a duty 
to perform and that, the certificate having been presented in 
circumstances which did not appear to be quite in order, he 
and his colleagues on the committee decided that the certificate 
should be forwarded to the appropriate authority. In reply 
to a member of the Council he said that when he saw that the 
certificate was issued in the Isle of Man he never supposed that 
the doctor had examined the-man before giving the certificate, 
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though he had an idea that at some previous time Latreille had 
been Dr. Cannon’s patient. 

Dr. Cannon, in his defence, called Mr. Herbert Latreille, who 
said that he telephoned Dr. Cannon in October, 1940, and 
again in July, 1941, with regard to his condition, and when 
the Emergency Committee at Beckenham refused to accept the 
other doctor’s certificate, he appealed to Dr. Cannon as his 
medical attendant for four and a half years to help him. He 
asked him to make his statement strong so that he could get 
the necessary leave. In due course he went to the Isle of Man 
and placed himself under the direct care of Dr. Cannon, from 
whom he received a proper certificate on August 8. 

Dr. Cannon, in evidence on his own behalf, said that for 
fourteen years he had been practising his specialty, the treatment 
of mental and nervous diseases. He was going on to mention 
his method of hypnotic contact and diagnosis at a distance, when 
the President said that it was not relevant. 

The President: Supposing on your certificate you had stated the 
facts as set out in your letter to the Council, that you had issued 
the certificate after a hypnotic diagnosis through a third party, from 
the Isle of Man to Beckenham, do you think that would have had 
the same weight with the person who read it? 

Dr. Cannon: I put it in this way, Sir: If the person who read it 
had the least doubt, he was in a position to communicate with me: 
I am quite confident that I did issue that certificate knowing the 
facts. 

The Legal Assessor: You think * supervision,” which in your view 
is the implication of the words * under my care,” includes hypnotic 
contact between the Isle of Man and Beckenham? If you had 
intended that anyone should understand that you should have put 
it in your certificate. 

Dr. Cannon: I could have done so. 

The Legal Assessor: But you did not do it and thus prevent mis- 
understanding? 

Dr. Cannon: The man was coming to see me. 


The respondent went on to point out that the certificate 
showed clearly that it had been issued in the Isle of Man, and 
he said there could have been no doubt in the minds of those 
for whom it was intended that it was issued by the doctor 
without seeing the patient. 

After the Council had deliberated in camera, the Presicent 
addressed Dr. Cannon as follows: ; 


I have to announce that the facts alleged against you in the Notice 
of Inquiry have been proved to the satisfaction of the Council. The 
Council cannot avoid the conclusion that the certificates signed by 
you in your professional capacity which form the subject of the 
charge were certificates of the type stigmatized in paragraph (1) 
of the Warning Notice as “ untrue, misleading, or improper.” 

This paragraph is presumably within your knowledge, and the 
attention of the profession was drawn to its special importance under 
war conditions by an announcement published on behalf of the 
Council in the professional journals in April, 1941. 

The Council regard your action in giving the certificates as a 
serious breach of the trust which Parliament has confided to the 
members of the medical profession. They have listened to the 
description of the circumstances in which these misleading and 
improper certificates were given by you. They do not regard that as 
offering any excuse for your laxity in giving them. They take a 
grave view of carelessness in issuing certificates required by public 
authorities; but from your statements they are prepared to believe 
that you signed the certificates not from any perversity or desire to 
falsify but from a mistaken view of your duty and an error of 
judgment. 

Taking that into account, and believing that the warning you have 
received will be sufficient, they have not directed the Registrar to 
erase your name from the Medical Register. 


Professional Relationship and Adultery 


The Council considered the case of Eric Dickens Spackman. 
registered as of Shirley Road, Worthing, who appeared on the 
charge of having committed adultery with Barbara Pepper. a 
married woman, of which adultery he was found guilty by 
decree of the Divorce Court dated February 3, 1941, and made 
absolute on August 26, 1941, in the case of Pepper v. Pepper 
(Spackman cited), in which he was in the respondent’s answer 
to the petition cited as co-respondent ; and that he stood in 
professional relationship with the said Barbara Pepper at all 
material times. 

Mr. Oswald Hempson, who appeared for Mr. Spackman on 
behalf of the Medical Defence Union, admitted the professional 
relationship but disputed the adultery and asked leave to call 
additional evidence on this point. In “answer to the Legal 
Assessor, he admitted that he was asking the Council to go 
behind the finding of the Divorce Court, and that the additional! 
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evidence which he wished to call could, with reasonable dili- 
gence, have been called in the divorce action. 

After a short session in camera, the President announced that 
the Council were not prepared to hear fresh evidence. Mr. 
Hempson therefore contented himself with commenting on 
certain passages in the shorthand note of the divorce proceed- 
ings, and read a number of testimonials, including one from Sir 
Walter Langdon-Brown, a former member of the Council, and 
a petition signed by 526 of Dr. Spackman’s patients. He also 
called Dr. Mackintosh, Dr. Spackman’s partner, who gave 
evidence on his behalf. 

The Council found that Dr. Spackman had been guilty of 
infamous conduct in a professional respect, and directed the 


erasure of his name. 
Alleged Fraud 


The Council considered the case of William Allan, registered 
as of Park Road, Oldham, who was summoned on the charge 
that at the Sheriff Court, Edinburgh, on January 13 last he 
was convicted of two charges of fraud, obtaining board and 
lodging to the value of £14 4s. 4d., and sentenced to fourteen 
days’ imprisonment, and at the same court on February 14 of 
fraud, obtaining £5 by means of a worthless cheque, and 
sentenced to sixty days’ imprisonment. 

The Council's solicitor said, in regard to the first conviction, 
that Dr. Allan went into two different hotels in his uniform 
as captain in the R.A.M.C., said that he was passing through 
Edinburgh on leave and that he was short of cash, and tendered 
cheques which were returned marked “R.D.” After serving 
the sentence on this conviction he called at the local bank, told 
the same story, and cashed a cheque for £5. 

Dr. Allan, in reply to questions from the President and 
members of the Council, said that he did not wittingly cash 
cheques which he knew were worthless. He had no reason 
to suppose they would not be cashed, and in fact money had 
since been paid into his bank exceeding the value of the cheques. 
His Army pay at the time was still going on, and he had 
money coming in from his practice under the B.M.A. Protection 
of Practices Scheme. The money, however, came in irregu- 
larly ; sometimes he was notified and sometimes not. Although 
his commission in the Army terminated at the beginning of 
1941 he was still receiving driblets of pay and allowances down 
to the present November. He never received any passbook 
or pass-sheets from the bank. He was in a very low and 
dispirited state at the time of these happenings, and had since 
spent six months in hospital, from which he was discharged four 
weeks previously completely cured. 


_The President announced that the Council did not see fit to 
direct the Registrar to erase the name. 


Drunkenness and Cognate Offences 


Several practitioners were summoned before the Council on 
convictions for drunkenness and cognate offences, but only 
two names were erased. The first was John Black, registered 
as of Stanley Road, Bootle, who was summoned on two con- 
victions of having been drunk and disorderly, and also one 
conviction of obtaining credit by means ,of fraud. His case 
had been previously twice adjourned owing to his non-appear- 
ance. He did not attend on this occasion, and after proof of 
service of the notice and of the convictions the Council directed 
the erasure of his name. 

The other erasure was that of John Mackay Young, registered 
as of Albany Street, Regent’s Park, who had been convicted of 
driving a motor car while under the influence of drink to such 
an extent as to be incapable of having proper control, and had 
been sentenced to three months’ imprisonment with hard labour. 
Dr. Young had been before the Council on a previous occasion. 
Mr. Oswald Hempson mentioned certain extenuating circum- 
stances, and expressed his client's sincere regret, but the Council 
came to the decision stated. 

In two other cases the Council found the facts proved, but 
postponed judgment for twelve months on the usual conditions. 
The first was that of Jerome Thaddeus O'Leary, registered as of 
St. Ann’s Road, Tottenham, who had been twice convicted 
of being in charge of a motor car while under the influence of 
crink. Mr. Oswald Hempson, for the respondent, pointed out 
that the convictions were in 1938 and 1939. Immediately on 
outbreak of war he had offered his services and served for a 
time, but broke down in health and was in hospital from April 
to November, 1940. Several testimonials were put in as to the 
entire propriety of his behaviour since the date of these éon- 
victions. 

The other case in which the Council placed the practitioner 
on probation for one year was that of Daniel Joseph Purcell, 
registered as of Nass, Co. Kildare, who appeared on two 
convictions, one in 1936 and the other in 1941, of being in 


charge of a motor-car while under the influence of drink. He 
was defended by Mr. Alban Gordon, counsel, who mentioned 
extenuating circumstances. 

In three further cases, on similar convictions, the Council 
did not see fit to direct erasure of the name. Florence Joseph 
O'Driscoll was summoned on having been convicted, in 1939, ot 
being drunk and disorderly and of wilful damage. Dr. 
O'Driscoll was at sea, and it was decided to go into his case in 
his absence as he had submitted testimonials, which were 
regarded as satisfactory. He had previously been before the 
Council, which then decided not to erase his name. The second 
case was that of Frank Fawckner Langridge, registered as of 
Kenton Road, Kenton, who had been found guilty by a general 
court-martial of being drunk when on active service and sen- 
tenced to be dismissed from His Majesty's Service. In evidence 
before the Council Dr. Langridge said that from 1928 to 1936 
he was practising in India, where he contracted malaria, a con- 
dition from which he was suffering at the time of these offences, 
but which was not taken into account by the court-martial. 
He admitted that he was drunk on this occasion, having taken 
alcohol as well as quinine. Testimonials were put in, and the 
case was dismissed. 

The third case in which the Council took this course was that 
of Eric Llewellyn Williams, registered as of Roath Park, Cardiff, 
who had been found guilty by a general court-martial of having 
been unfit for duty by reason of previous indulgence in alco- 
holic stimulants. The respondent said that on the occasion of 
the alleged offence he was a sick man, and shortly after the 
court-martial a medical board recommended his discharge from 
the Army as medically unfit. He had high blood pressure and 
symptoms of kidney trouble. Medical evidence to that effect 
was given to the court-martial, but he did not think sufficient 
weight was attached to it. Within the last eighteen months 
alcohol had had an extraordinarily allergic effect upon him, 
although previously he was able to take normal quantities with- 
out ill effects. After the medical board he entered a nursing 
home for three months’ treatment, from which he had derived 
great benefit, and since that time he had been a teetotaller. In 
this case also the Council did not see fit to direct erasure. 

In three other similar cases the Council postponed the hear- 
ing, in two because the practitioners had not been traced, and 
in the third because the conviction was the subject of a pending 


appeal. 


Correspondence 


Democratic Machinery 


Sir,—-l have read with interest the pamphlet, D.4, issued 
by the Secretary of the British Medical Association. Its con- 
tents have gone some way to reassure me that the opinions of 
B.M.A. members, expressed either through your columns or at 
various meetings inside and outside the Divisions, are being 
considered by the Representative Body and Executive. I have 
always maintained that the Association is a reasonably demo- 
cratic body, which desires to serve the interests of its members, 
and indeed of all the profession, to the utmost of its ability. 
Nevertheless, from reports and letters published in the Journal, 
it has been obvious that there has been a certain amount of 
dissatisfaction expressed by its members, many of whom are 
general practitioners. 

I believe that this dissatisfaction can be ascribed to three 
main reasons: 

1. The present system under which a general practitioner has 
to gain his livelihood, often a precarious one, is so irksome and 
gives him so little time for relaxation that he is unable to 
devote his leisure to a consideration of the difficulties and 
injustices, and to meet his colleagues in order that they may 
jointly draw up a reasoned statement of their conditions for 
consideration by the Executive. This is confirmed by the 
very poor attendances manifest at Branch and Division meet- 
ings. There is, I believe, no hope for any improvement in 
this state of affairs unless members can be made to realize 
that it is time for them to make a serious and concerted effort 
to meet and discuss their points of view. 

2. Because of the first premise, it follows that the representa- 
tives cannot have a comprehensive knowledge of the general 
practitioner’s difficulties. I note that this pamphlet points the 
way to these discussions, but I believe that they will result in 
the same lack of interest and enthusiasm until the profession is 


a 
i. 
| 
\ 
. 


ig 


116 Dec. 27, 1941 


CORRESPONDENCE 


SUPPLEMENT to THe 
BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL 


confronted with an accomplished fact, such as recently occurred 
with the capitation fee. Only then will they cry out that their 
interests have not been adequately considered and safeguarded 
by the Association. 

3. After reading the B.M.A. Year Book, it would be safe to 
assume that the vast majority of members have not the least 
idea of the workings of the British Medical Association, such 
as the election of members to the Representative Body and 
the various committees, and of their rights for the summoning 
of meetings, in order that matters of interest can be discussed 
before they die of inanition and thus give rise to erroneous 
assumptions by the Executive., With all due deference to our 
esteemed secretary, | would venture to suggest that this ignor- 
ance of the by-laws is the more likely reason why twenty out 
of twenty-three I1.A.C. members were re-elected, rather than 
that the members were satisfied with its achievements. 

All this preamble is set out in the hope that it will throw 
some light on the causes of the apparent failure of the Execu- 
tive to represent the wishes of the body, and that some attempt 
will now be made to make every doctor, both member and 
non-member, conscious of the fact that if he does not take an 
active part in the forthcoming discussions he must accept the 
responsibility for any failure to reach a satisfactory solution. 
To this end, I believe, the Association should undertake a strong 
publicity campaign, directed by an experienced publicist, and 
that one or two pages of the Journal each week should have 
an arresting “set-up” which will bring home to its readers 
in an unmistakable manner the importance of the campaign. 

As a further contribution to the stimulation of interest, it 
might be considered a good plan to have a weekly article in 
the Journal describing the conditions of medical practice in 
other countries, together with a statement of their achievements 
in the reduction of sickness and mortality rates So many of 
the Allies have medical and governmental representatives that 
there should be little difficulty in obtaining suitable contribu- 
tors. We should then be able to compare those other systems 
with our own, and extract from them the points which could 
be usefully applied to improve ours and, what is perhaps more 
important, to appraise their faults, and be sure that they are 
not introduced here. 

I appreciate that this letter is very superficial in its contents, 
but if it does no more than indicate lines of thought which 
have not as yet appeared in the Journal it will have achieved 
its object.—I am, etc., 

London, N.6, Nov. 30. 


The Panel Doctor’s Advocates 


Sir,—The letter from the Secretary of the B.M.A. is a wel- 
come innovation. It is appreciated evidently that there is a 
strong undercurrent of criticism among members concerning 
the scant consideration given to our Association by the Minister 
of Health in the matter of the new panel patients and milk 
certification. The Association did not consider it would be 
in good taste to press for better remuneration in wartime, but 
the Minister did not consider our feelings in his encroachment 
on private practice. His promises about full investigation 
“from the ground” will be repudiated by his successor unless 
history fails to repeat itself. 

It is clear that the Minister regards the Insurance Acts Com- 
mittee as well-nigh impotent. He should be made to realize 
that present panel remuneration is being heavily subsidized by 
private practice. Surely after such setbacks the I.A.C. requires 
reorganization to give it power and make its influence felt. 
All praise to the twenty members of the committee who have 
been re-elected, but when shall we learn that we cannot get 
efficient representation from hard-working insurance practi- 
tioners doing I.A.C. work in their spare time and dashing up to 
London for brief periods? Release men from the responsibili- 
ties of practice, pay them a salary, and then we may get results. 
We lost our case in 1937 because. we had working doctors 
pleading for us instead of the best advocates that money could 
obtain. 

It has been stated that in order to coerce the~Minister we 
should have had to refuse service, which would be unthinkable 
in wartime. I do not agree; other methods were available. 
We could have told the Minister that if he pressed his new 
panel patients upon us we should demand a surcharge of £1 


WILLIAM W. Fox. 


from each sucii patient when he presented his card, and repeat 
the demand each year at his first attendance. 

If the Association does not think insurance practitioners are 
sufficiently solid to enforce such a regulation the sooner a 
virile campaign is launched the better.—I am, etc., 

ROBERT SLATER. M.B., Ch.B. 


Preston, Dec. 1. 


Priority Egg Supplies 

Sir,—I wish to protest against the extremely unfair discrimin- 
ation in the matter of egg supplies to the patients of general 
practitioners. Certificates for extra eggs may only be issued in 
the case of patients suffering from typhoid (and paratyphoid) 
and dysentery (amoebic or bacillary) whilst under treatment in a 
hospital or similar institution. There is no law compelling 
patients with either typhoid or dysentery to enter a hospital for 
treatment if they’ wish to remain at home so long as there are 
adequate facilities for isolation and nursing at home, although 
it is a fact that all sanitary inspectors seem to do their best to 
persuade one’s patients that they can be properly treated only 
in a hospital. I have often treated patients with dysentery at 
home. On one occasion I had eighteen cases at home at one 
time as the local isolation hospital was full. (This was in the 
country.) This refusal to allow extra eggs to such patients 
unless they are in hospital is another instance of the subtle 
underhand attempt on the part of “ officialdom ” to deplete the 
general practitioner's rightful income and prestige. 

In the case of typhoid and dysentery both diseases are notifi- 
able, so that all cases are automatically placed under the super- 
vision of the local health authorities as well as the practitioner 
attending the case. This fact should be ample and sufficient 
safeguard for the Ministry of Food and Lord Woolton.—l 
am, etc., 

London, S.W.1, Dec. 4. A. GiLBy, M.B., B.S., D.P.H. 


*,” The Secretary of the B.M.A. writes: At the request of 
the Ministry of Food the draft schedule of conditions for 
priority supplies of eggs was considered by a committee of the 
Association, and the opinion was submitted to the Ministry of 
Food that the words “ whilst under treatment in a hospital or 
similar institution * should be deleted. The Ministry, however, 
has apparently not seen fit to accept our suggestion. 


Dr. S. TERRY PysBus writes: In my letter in the Supplement of 
November 29 (p. 98) I referred to a certificate for clothing for a baby. 
My attention has been drawn to the fact that I omitted to give the 
patient’s National Registration number on my first certificate, and 
that it is required on the official form. As this number could have 
been supplied by the patient herself another certificate seems to be 
somewhat unnecessary, as the essential part of the certificate is 
that the woman is expecting to have a baby, and not her National 
Registration number! However, I shall be glad if the Editor will 
give space for this correction. 


POSTGRADUATE NEWS 


The Fellowship of Medicine announces the following postgraduate 
courses: (1) demonstration on the fundus oculi (especially suitable 
for M.R.C.P. candidates) on Tuesday, January 6, 1942, at 3 p.m., at 
the out-patient department, West End Hospital for Nervous Diseases : 
(2) week-end course on the rheumatic diseases (suitable for general 
practitioners and members of H.M. Forces) on Saturday and 
Sunday, January 10 and 11, 1942, at the Rheumatic Unit, St. 
Stephen’s Hospital (L.C.C.), Fulham Road, S.W. 


A military hospital medical society has arranged a week-end course 
in war medicine, to be held on Saturday and Sunday, January 3 and 
4, 1942. On January 3 at 1.45 p.m., following an introductory 
address by the officer commanding, Colonel A. McKie Reid, there 
will be clinical demonstrations and a discussion on psychological 
problems. On January 4 at 9.30 a.m. there will be skin demonstra- 
tions, and nutrition in war and injuries of the chest will be discussed. 
The visiting lecturer will be Mr. H. Morriston-Davies. 


VACANCIES 


EXAMINING Facrory SurRGEON.—The appointment at Chippenham 
(Wiltshire) is vacant. ‘oeputen to the Chief Inspector of 
Bactories, 28, Broadway, S.W.1, by December 30. 


B.M.A.: Diary of Central Meetings 
JANUARY 
7 Wed. Journal Board, 1.45 p.m. 
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BOVRIL MEDICAL 
AGENCY, Ltd. 


Aldine House, 10-13, BEDFORD ST..,_ 


STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
Telegrams: BOvMEDICAL, LESQUARE, LONDON, 
Telephone: Bar 1616 G fines). 
Managing Director: F. M. THEW. 
SCOTTISH BRANCH: 
13, MELVILLE Street, Epinsuron, 3. 


in safe area. 
Receipes this year approximately £2,000. Excellent 
with pr ive garden. Rental. Premium 

£2,008, £1,000 | down, balance by instalments. 


5. STAFFS.—ONE-THIRD SHARE of 
abou 


8. DEVON COAST. — Well-est. increasing 
PRACTICE. Receipts about £2,000. Good house 


with good garden ; rent £100. te 


1,000 and appts. 

£2,500. 

old-est. gee 

Rectipts about £4,000. Panc! of 

2,000. House on rental. 

13. NORTHANTS.—Rural PRACTICE near 
with good 


town. Receipts £1,900, scope. 
in own grounds. I reason for sale. 
14. BOURNEMOUTH. — PRACTICE averages 
£750, with good scope. house . rent £75. 


—Good ONE- 
HALF SHARE (with ev ntual in 
practice, worth about £1,700. Panel 700, and 


appts. £150. 

16. SURREY.—THREE-TENTHS SHARE in 

sound practice, 000. Panel 
table etc. 

Premium 1} years’ pur. 


17.. YORKS.—Country PRACTICE in safe area. 
Receipts about £1,500, [agen pane! of £200. 
De house, 5 bedrooms, rent £40. 


tached 
18. STAFFS. PRACTICE in mining 
village, with surrounding farming district. Receipts 
£1,000. House on rental. Prem. 
pur., instals. 

19. MIDDLE SONE- HALF SHARE. after 
prelim. assistantship, in practice producing nearly 
£6,000. Pane? about 3,500, and appts. worth £220. 
Central surgery. Choice of houses. 

20. KENT BORDER.—PRACTICE estimated two 
produce over 42,000 p.a. Panel 900. Large scope 
for development. Sunable house ; rent £100, 

21. OXON.—Panel and contract PRACTICE 
worth over ogo ie additional £100 from Drivate 


work. 
22. CORNWALL - —Preliminary ASSISTANTSHIP. 
with VIEW. in old- stab. practice with good 


“YORKS.—GOOD TOWN.—Well-established 
PRACTICE in neutra! area producing £2,200 p.a.. 

including pane! worth nearly £700 p.a. Good house, 
with 4 bedrooms, ctc.. on rental. Premium £2,500. 
24. KENT BORDER .—Old-cstablished mixed-class 
PRACTICE prouucing £900-£1,000 p.a. £700 
from paiiel. Suitable house on 
te prenvum, oar | instalments. 


Good tcrms! Suitabic Beiter 


Good hoysc> availabdic. SOM 

‘ Outdoor. House available. (4) CKS. Indoor. 
£450 pa. (6) NORFOLK Outdoor. plus 
house. 


remal. 


PERCIVAL TURNER, LTD. 


MEDICAL AGENCY 
Established 66 years 


25, MAIDEN LANE, STRAND, W.C.2. 
corner of Bedford Street 


DISPOSAL 
YORKS.—PARTNERSHIP  three-fifth 
£3,326 panel, tments, and private. 
Pe. Nice house.—No. 1. 

ONDON, S.W. SUBURB.—Abour £3,000 pa. 
Panel 2,100, increasing. Good house. 1} yrs." pur- 


chase or near Offer.—No. 2. 
MIDDLESEX TOWN,—About £500 p.a., increas- 


ing. Panel $00.. P.M.S. Good scope. Sale ili- 
health. Compact house, £75 p.a. Premium £500 
—No, 3. 

LONDON, S.W.16.—£1,000 p.a. Panel 10,050, 2 
appts. Compact house. Premium 14 yrs." purchase 
or offer.—No., 4, 

STAFFS.—Now over £1,700 p.a., increasing. Panci 
1,700, appts. £130 p.a. Good house, garden. ani 


garage, sale rent.—No. 5. 
MANY OTHERS NOT ADVERTISED 


ASSISTANTS REQUIRED. Vacancies in all parts. 
male or . female. 


LEE & MARTIN LTD. 


71, TEMPLE Row. BIRMINGHAM. 
Telegrams Locum, B'ham Tele. ; Mid. 5963. 


PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 
£OR DISPOSAL 
1. STAFFS.—Very old-eatablithed mixed PRAC- 


TICE. Receipts £2;200. Panel 3.000. Good house. 
2. STAFFS.—PARTNERSHIP, worth about 
ished Good 


£2,000 p.a., in old-cstabl Practice. 
accommodation. 
3. MIDLANDS.—Saie area. Good mixed PRAC- 
TICE. Receipts £700 p.a. Panel 750. Good house. 
4. STAFFS.—Neutral area. Good pivate and 
PRACTICE. Receipts £1.250. Pane! 1,100. 
louse to rent. 
S. YORKS ee good private and 
panel Practice, = 000 p.a. Good 
scope and good house : 
6. MIDLANDS. —Well-estal l-established and 
Receipts £1,387 p.a. Panel 


panel 
-500. Good house 


LOCUMS & ASSISTANTS supplied 


NORTHERN BRANCH 


33, CROSS ST... MANCHESTER, 2 
Telephone: Blackfriars 3925 

After Office Hours; Rusholme 2549 

Telegrams: Locum, Manchester.” 
TRANSFER OF PRACTICES, ETC. 
LOCUMS & ASSISTANTS. SUPPLIED. 

SOUTH YORKS.—Country. £1,900 p.a. 
1.200. Ideal house.—Best offer. No. 1417. 
CHESHIRE TOWN.—Reccipts £1,900. Panel 1,700 
house to rent.—Best offer. No. 
DERBY .—PARTNERSHIP. 


ASSISTANTS AND LOCUMS REQUIRED. 
Telephone: Welbeck 2728 


SURGICAL. AND ER CASES 


THE NURSES’ ASSOCIATION 
(in conjunction with the MALE NURSES’ 
ASSOCIATION) 

York ‘Street, Baker Street, London, W.t. 
Mcs. MILLICENT HICKS. Sapr 

W. 1. HICKS, — Secretary 


COVERS FOR BINDING 


Covers, 315 pow: tree 
‘Orders with remittance should she addressed-to 
The Mixader, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, 
B.M.A. HOUSE, ‘TAVISTOCK SQUARE. 


BRITISH MEDICAL BUREAU 


£3,600 pa. 

2,650, One-half share.—Best offer. No. 1399. 
LANCS TOWN.—Reccipts £1,676. Panel 1,900 
Det. house.—Best offer. No. 1401. 
£1,400. Panel 2,000. 
Part down and balance receipts. No, 1442. 
YORKS (W.R.).—Over £2,200. Pane! 2,000. Nice 
house. Premium £2,500. No. 1388.. 
N. WALES COAST.—£1,700. Panel 400. Good 

Premium £1,500. . 1428 


Telegrams: AssistiaMo, Lonpon 
NURS ES "FEMALE. 
FEMALE 
TRAINED NURSES FOR MENTAL, MEDICAL. ‘ 


BRITISH MEDICAL 
BUREAU 


TAVISTOCK HOUSE SOUTH. 
TAVISTOCK SQUARE, W.C.1 


Telegrams: Triform, Westcent—London. 
Telephone: Euston 1644 and. 1645. 
In cases of uracncy telephone :—O, 
Popesgrove 3446 ; A. Hardes (Locums), Liberty 490 
C. W. Rippin, Laburnum 3485. 
On Sales of Goodwill, Drugs, Book-Debss,\ 
excluding House Property, where the Bureau has 
sole agency, .aaximum commission is £50. Full 
terms on application. Members of the B M.A. may 
take advamage of reduced scale of charges 


1. DEATH VACANCY.—HUNTS.—PRACIICE 
about £1,800 pa. m Market Town. Very nice 
house for sale or rent 

2. GUILDFORD, — - Non-dispensing PRACTICE 
about £1,100. No panel. Well-situated house at 
valuation. scope. Reasonable premium 

3. DEVON.—Country PRACTICE about £1,250 


4. YORKS (W.R.).—PRACTICE nearly £1,100 
Industrial Market Town. Pancl about 1.000. Good 
house for sale of rem. Ample scope. Mod. prem 
5. PLYMOUTH.—PRACTICE about £1,200 in 
suburb. Pancl about 700. Howse to rent. 

6. EASTERN COUNTIES. — ONE ~- FOURTH 
SHARE in Practice ‘about £6,400 p.a. in reception 
area, Panel over 4,000. House rent £50, Premium 
2 years’ purchase. 

7. GLOS.—PRACTICE about £1,500 
District near Bristol. Panel 1,000. 
Premium 14 years’ by arrangement. 

8. S. MIDLANDS (with Succession). 
Town Practice over £2,300 Parel 
Moderate premium. 

9 HERTS.—ONE-THIRD, SHARE in good-class 
Country Town Practice, about £4,600 pa. Panc! 
2,800. Premium by arrangemem. Preliminary 
assistantship. 

10. DEATH VACANCY ,—NEWCASTLE-UPON 
TYNE.—Receipts 1940 nearly £1,800. Panel about 
2.500. House optional. 

11. ESSEX.—CLOSE HERTS BORDER.—PRAC 
TICE in Market, Town. Rectipts £2,200. Panc' 
960. House for sale. Premium 1} years’ purchase 
12. HANTS-SURREY BOR DER,.—PARTNERSHI! 
in Town. Practice. Large pancl, Share wo.th 
£1,500 p.a. net at 1) years’ purchase. 

13. DEATH VACANCY 


Rural 
to rent 


past 12 months £1,137. .Pancl about 1,175. House. 
large garden, and garage ww rent. 
14. EAST COAST.—Reception Area. HALF- 


SHARE PARTNERSHIP. | Receipts £6,595 pa 
House for sale or rent. Premium |} years’ purcha: c 
15. HANTS-BERKS BORDER.—PARTNERSHIY 
in Practice about £3,000 p.a. in Residential District 
Panc! 1100. One-half share, two years’ purchase 


16. N. DEVON.—Watcring Place. Non-dispensing 
PRACTICE over £1,600. Small pancl. House sale 
or rent. Premium £2.600. 


17. YORKS (W.R.).—PARTNERSHIP in Practice 
about £6,800 in Country area. Panel over 3,000 
Share by arrangement (after Assistaniship) at two 
years’ purchase. 

18. DEATH VACANCY. — SURREY. — PRAC- 
TICE £900 (£258 from panel) in Country District. 
Detached house for sale of rent. 

19. HOME COUNTY. — PARTNERSHIP in 
Country Town Practice. Share about £1,500 net. 
Premium only £1,000. Suitable house availabiec. 

20. SOUTH COAST.—Health Resort. PARTNER- 
SHIP in Practice about £4,000 p.a. Small _ Panel. 
Nice house. Premium one-third share 1} yrs.” pur. 
21. OPHTHALMIC PRACTICE..-~ Town ear 
London. Receipts 1940 £1,530, increasing. Premium 
£2,000. Purchaser must bold or D.O.MS 


22. CAMBS.—Country PRACTICE over £1,400 
800. Good house to rent 


23. MIDLANDS.—PARTNERSHIP in Practice 
over £3,000 pa Town (Reception 


Area). Panel over 3,000. Premium one-half share 
2 years’ purchase. 

24. N. WALES COAST.—Middicclass PRAC- 
TICE. —— 1940 £1,700. Panel 400. House, 
garage, and garden. Premium £1,500 

25. EAST ANGLIA.—Country Town PRACTICE 
over £2400 pa. Panel 1,500 Good house 
Reasonable 


2%. HANTS. —PRACTICE about £700 in Country 
Town, near Coast. Panel 875. Charming house for 
sale or rem. Premium 1} years’ purchase. 

27. N. DEVON.—Unopposed Country PRACTICE 
nearly £1,100~-p.a. (Panel £560) Rem of house 
£35. Premiam 11 years purchase 

28. -CHESHIRE.—Town PRACTICE over £1,400 
p.a. (Club and Panch) Surscry premincs rented 
Choice of house. Premiagm £2,250 or offer 

2. HANTS.—rARTNERSHIP (AFTER ASSIS- 
TANTSHIP) in ‘Town Practice £2.280 pa. Ponce! 
2.000. “House W rem “Onosthird share at 
years’ purchasc 

Many other Practices and Partnerships Available. 
SCOTTISH BRANCH, 2), Aiva 
Manage; Russe. tam 290% 


= 
Telegrams: “ Epsomian, Loades.” 
Phone: Temple Bar 9011 (3 times). 
After office hours: Walon-on-Thames 1785 } 
: The maximum commission payable on the sale of i 
any Practice or Partnership placed exclusively in the : 
ag hands of this agency is £50 for goodwill, drugs, book 
e debts, ete., but not house property. Schedule of 
Terms on application. 
1. SURREY.—Favourite Residential Town.— 
Middie- and better-class PRACTICE, stated to 
average £1,200 p.a. Scope considerable. Panel of “ 
4 1,130. Transferable. “Appts. £112 p.a. Suitable 
house, rent 1104 p.a. Premium i} yrs. or near p.a Detached house im acre grownd for sile : 
4 2.—YORKS TOWN.—THREE-FIFTHS SHARE in - 
and appointments. Suitable house. | 
CAMBS. —Country PRACTICE, easy reach good 
house ; rent £70. Premium £1,750, part down. 
House on rental. Prem. 14 yrs.’ pur., £1,500 down. 
6. CAMBS.—Country PRACTICE in good agricul- ' 
tural district. Receipts £2,400, with pane! of 1,200. 
Good house and garden. Rent £80. Premium 1} ; 
yrs.” purchase, part by instalments. 
7. DEATH VACANCY.—London, S.W.—Reccipts 
: nearly £1,200, £584 from panci. House on rental. Ay 
: Premium £800, £500 down. ~ 
9. N. DEVON COAST. — Mainly better-ci 
ents. 
4 10. S. DEVON.—NURSING HOME, with Con- 
: sulting Practice. Beautiful country. Safe area. Re- ‘ 
ceipts average £1,000. expenses. Large housc, 
with good garden. Premium £500. es 
Low expe 
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the Patient—_ 


is assured of relief from. 


pain and its nervous mani- 


festations in alarge number 


of conditions, ranging from 
simple headache to in- 
operable carcinoma, with 


the’ minimum danger of 


toxic action. 

Veganin brand Tablets dis- 
integrate speedily and are 
absorbed quickly. They 
are not habit-forming. 


From all points of view, 


Veganin offers physicians 


an efficient and safe 
analgesic therapy. 
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